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DETAILED ACTION 

Applicant's Amendment filed 01/08/08 has been entered and carefully 
considered. Claims 1, 6, 9, 10-14, 16-20 have been amended. Claims 
21-26 have been added. However, the limitations of the amended claims 
and new claims have not been found to be patentable over prior art of 
record, therefore, claims 1-4, 6-14, 16-26 are rejected under the same 
ground of rejection as set forth in the Office Action mailed 10/17/07. 
Double Patenting 

The nonstatutory double patenting rejection is based on a 
judicially created doctrine grounded in public policy (a policy reflected in 
the statute) so as to prevent the unjustified or improper timewise 
extension of the "right to exclude" granted by a patent and to prevent 
possible harassment by multiple assignees. A nonstatutory 
obviousness-type double patenting rejection is appropriate where the 
conflicting claims are not identical, but at least one examined application 
claim is not patentably distinct from the reference claim(s) because the 
examined application claim is either anticipated by, or would have been 
obvious over, the reference claim(s). See, e.g., In re Berg, 140 F.3d 
1428, 46 USPQ2d 1226 (Fed. Cir. 1998); In re Goodman, 11 F.3d 1046, 
29 USPQ2d 2010 (Fed. Cir. 1993); In re Longi, 759 F.2d 887, 225 USPQ 
645 (Fed. Cir. 1985); In re Van Ornum, 686 F.2d 937, 214 USPQ 761 
(CCPA 1982); In re Vogel, 422 F.2d 438, 164 USPQ 619 (CCPA 1970); 
and In re Thorington, 418 F.2d 528, 163 USPQ 644 (CCPA 1969). 

A timely filed terminal disclaimer in compliance with 37 CFR 
1 .321 (c) or 1 .321 (d) may be used to overcome an actual or provisional 
rejection based on a nonstatutory double patenting ground provided the 
conflicting application or patent either is shown to be commonly owned 
with this application, or claims an invention made as a result of activities 
undertaken within the scope of a joint research agreement. 

Effective January 1 , 1994, a registered attorney or agent of record 
may sign a terminal disclaimer. A terminal disclaimer signed by the 
assignee must fully comply with 37 CFR 3.73(b). 

Claims 1-4, 6-14, 16-26 are rejected on the ground of nonstatutory 

obviousness-type double patenting as being unpatentable over claims 1- 
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22 of U.S. Patent No. 6,832,353. Although the conflicting claims are not 
identical, they are not patentably distinct from each other because they 
both teach the features of "mapping each of the plurality of sections of 
the web page to at least one button of a plurality of buttons on the 
keypad, detecting that a user of the small-screen device has selected 
one of the plurality of buttons on the keypad and in response to the 
above step, displaying on the display the section of the web page 
mapped to the selected button". 

As per claims 1 and 11,21 and 24, claims 1,11,21 and 24 of the 
present application 10/71 1,190 claim the same subject matter as claims 
1 and 2 of the Patent No. 6,832,353 except that: 

The present application 1 0/71 1 ,1 90 discloses "mapping each of a 
plurality of sections of the web page to at least one button of a plurality of 
buttons on a keypad of the small-screen device." while the Patent No. 
6,832,353 discloses "web page information associates each section of 
the web page to one or more selectable elements on the small screen 
device." 

It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the 
time of the invention was made to use the teaching from the Patent of 
"associating each section of the web page to one or more selectable 
elements on the small screen device" to map each of a plurality of 
sections of the web page to at least one button of a plurality of buttons 
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on a keypad of the small-screen device" since it would have been one or 
more selectable elements to become one or more buttons. 

It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the 
time of the invention was made to use the teaching from the Patent of 
"one or more selectable elements on the small screen device." to create 
"one or more button of a plurality of buttons on a keypad of the small- 
screen device." since it would have been to achieve a same result when 
associating the web sections to the buttons or mapping the web sections 
to the buttons. 

As per claims 1 and 11,21 and 24, claims 1 , 11,21 and 24 of the 
present application 10/711,190 claim the same subject matter as claims 
3 and 13 of the Patent No. 6,832,353. Both the Patent and the present 
application disclose the feature of "mapping each of the plurality of 
sections of the web page to at least one button on the keypad." 

As per claims 1 , 11,21 and 24, it would have been obvious to one 
of ordinary skill in the art at the time of the invention was made to 
combine the teaching of "said mapping is based on preexisting logical 
divisions of the web page unrelated to the keypad mapping" to the Patent 
application. Motivation of the combination would have been for the user 
to select a correct content of the webpage based on a preexisting logical 
arrangement/division of the webpage. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 102 
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The following is a quotation of the appropriate paragraphs of 35 
U.S.C. 102 that form the basis for the rejections under this section made 
in this Office action: 

A person shall be entitled to a patent unless - 

(e) the invention was described in (1 ) an application for patent, published under section 
122(b), by another filed in the United States before the invention by the applicant for patent 
or (2) a patent granted on an application for patent by another filed in the United States 
before the invention by the applicant for patent, except that an international application filed 
under the treaty defined in section 351 (a) shall have the effects for purposes of this 
subsection of an application filed in the United States only if the international application 
designated the United States and was published under Article 21(2) of such treaty in the 
English language. 

Claims 1, 3-4, 6-11, 13-14 and 16-26 are rejected under 35 
U.S.C. 102(e) as being anticipated by Herigstad et al. [US. 
2004/0174400]. 



As to claims 1 and 11, Herigstad et al. teach receiving at a small-screen 
device, a web page for display on a display of the small-screen device 
(figure 2A); mapping each of a plurality of sections of the web page to at 
least one button of a plurality of buttons on a keypad of the small-screen 
device (page 1 , 0004), based at least in part on a position of each 
section within the web page as compared to the position of the at least 
one button to which it is mapped within the keypad (page 1 , 0005); 
wherein said mapping is based on preexisting logical divisions of the web 
page unrelated to the keypad mapping (0009-0010); detecting that a 
user of the small-screen device has selected one of the plurality of 
buttons on the keypad (page 1 , 0007); in response to detecting that a 
user of the small-screen device having selected one of the plurality of 
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buttons on the keypad, displaying on the display only the section of the 
web page mapped to the selected button (figure 2A). 
As to claims 3 and 13, Herigstad et al. teach each section 
corresponding to a frame within the web page (figure 2A). 
As to claims 4 and 14, Herigstad et al. also teach one of the sections 
corresponding to a table within the web page (page 3, 0036-0037). 
As to claims 6 and 16, Herigstad et al. teach identifying a 
predetermined number of subsections of the one section (page 1 , 0005), 
the predetermined number of subsections corresponding to the number 
of buttons to which the one section is mapped; and mapping each of the 
plurality of subsections of the one section to different ones of the buttons 
to which the one section is mapped (page 3, 0035); based at least in part 
on a position of each subsection within the one section as compared to 
the position of the buttons to which the one section is mapped (page 1 , 
0006-0008, and wherein the displaying comprises displaying on the 
display the subsection of the web page mapped to the selected button 
(figure 2A) 

As to claims 7 and 17, Herigstad et al. also teach the displaying on the 
display comprising displaying an icon indicating which section of the web 
page is presently displayed (figure 2A). 

As to claims 8 and 18, Herigstad et al. teach the icon comprising a 
sectional representation of the web page (figure 8). 
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As to claims 9 and 19, Herigstad et al. teach prior to the detecting that a 
user of the small-screen device having selected one of the plurality of 
buttons on the keypad, displaying a mapping screen indicating to the 
user of the small-screen device the mappings between sections and 
buttons (figure 8). 

As to claims 10 and 20, Herigstad et al. teach the displaying on the 
display comprising displaying an icon indicating which section of the web 
page is presently displayed, and wherein the icon comprises a miniature 
representation of the mapping screen (figure 8). 

As to claims 21 and 24, Herigstad et al. teach a processor; and memory 
storing computer readable instructions that, when executed by the 
processor, cause the apparatus to serve a web page for display on a 
small screen device wherein the web page has been divided into a 
plurality of sections (0007-0010), said computer readable instructions 
comprising: 

mapping each of the plurality of sections of the web page to at least one 
button on a keypad comprising a plurality of buttons (0004), based at 
least in part on a position of each section within the web page as 
compared to the position of the at least one button to which it is mapped 
within the keypad (0005), wherein said mapping is based on preexisting 
logical divisions of the web page unrelated to the keypad mapping (0007- 
0010); 
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receiving user input comprising a selection of one of the plurality of 
buttons on the keypad (0004, "The visual information represents a 
selection option that a user may select by pressing the key that is 
associated with the region."), wherein said user input is received from a 
mobile terminal corresponding to the user; and responsive to receiving 
the user input, sending to the mobile terminal the section of the web 
page mapped to the selected button (0004, "Once the key is selected, an 
event ,au be triggered that is appropriate for the chosen option.") 
As to claims 22 and 25, Herigstad et al. teach each section 
corresponding to a frame within the web page (figure 2A, 42). 
As to claims 23 and 26, Herigstad et al. teach sending to the mobile 
terminal an icon for display on the mobile terminal, said icon indicating 
which section of the web page is presently displayed (figure 8, 30). 
Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 
The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the 
basis for all obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 
(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically 
disclosed or described as set forth in section 102 of this title, if the 
differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and the 
prior art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been 
obvious at the time the invention was made to a person having ordinary 
skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. Patentability shall 
not be negatived by the manner in which the invention was made. 



Application/Control Number: 10/711,190 
Art Unit: 2179 



Page 9 



This application currently names joint inventors. In considering 
patentability of the claims under 35 U.S.C. 1 03(a), the examiner 
presumes that the subject matter of the various claims was commonly 
owned at the time any inventions covered therein were made absent any 
evidence to the contrary. Applicant is advised of the obligation under 37 
CFR 1 .56 to point out the inventor and invention dates of each claim that 
was not commonly owned at the time a later invention was made in order 
for the examiner to consider the applicability of 35 U.S.C. 103(c) and 
potential 35 U.S.C. 1 02(e), (f) or (g) prior art under 35 U.S.C. 1 03(a). 

Claims 2 and 12 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being 
unpatentable over Herigstad et al. [US. 2004/0174400] in view of 
Hawkins etal. [US. 6,516,202]. 

As to claims 2 and 12, Herigstad et al. fail to clearly teach the keypad 
comprising a 12-key telephone keypad. However, in the same field of the 
invention, the claimed limitation is disclosed by Hawkins et al. at figure 
8a, column 2, lines 44-64. It would have been obvious to one of ordinary 
skill in the art, at the time the invention was made, to combine Hawkins's 
of teaching of comprising a 1 2-key telephone keypad with the teaching of 
Herigstad et al. 
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Motivation of the combination would have been for the advantage of 
reliability, simplicity of an input device. 

Response to Arguments 
Applicant has also argued that Herigstad does not teach or suggest the 
feature of "said mapping is based on preexisting logical divisions of the 
web page unrelated to the keypad mapping." However, the examiner 
respectfully disagrees. Applicant's attention is directed to paragraph 
0010 which cited "a fist map of a geographic area is displayed on a 
display of an electronic device. The first map contains a site that a party 
wishes to locate. The map is partitioned into visually delimited regions 
and each region corresponds to a respective one of the numbered keys." 
It is clear that dividing the first map of the geographic area on the basis 
of preexisting logical divisions unrelated to the mapping process. 
Conclusion 

Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier 
communications from the examiner should be directed to Mylinh Tran. 
The examiner can normally be reached on Mon - Thu from 7:00AM to 
3:00PM at 571-272-4141. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, 
the examiner's supervisor, Weilun Lo, can be reached at 571-272-4847. 

The fax phone numbers for the organization where this application 
or proceeding is assigned are as follows: 

571-273-8300 
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Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained 
from the Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status 
information for published applications may be obtained from either 
Private PAIR or Public PAIR. Status information for unpublished 
applications is available through Private PAIR only. For more 
information about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. 
Should you have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, 
contact the Electronic Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). 

Mylinh Tran 
Art Unit 2179 



/Weilun Lo/ 

Supervisory Patent Examiner, Art Unit 2179 



